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PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN APPLICATION FOR PATENT ABANDONED 



Applicants, by their attorney of record, hereby petition the Commissioner to revive the 
above-identified application under the provision of 37 C.F.R. §1. 137(b) on the grounds that the 
delay in replying to the Office Action mailed January 25, 2005, was unintentional. 

It is respectfully submitted that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due 
date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR §1. 137(b) was 
unintentional. This Petition has been promptly filed after the Applicants became aware of the 
abandonment of this application. Accordingly, the Applicants respectfully request that this 
Petition be granted and the application revived. 

A Notification of Abandonment was received on September 12, 2005. However, the time 
period for response to the Office action has expired and therefore, this Petition is being filed 
within one year of the date of abandonment, July 26, 2005. 

The undersigned first became aware that the application had been abandoned upon 
receipt of the Notice of Abandonment on September 12, 2005. Upon review of the file history, 
Applicants note the response to the Office action issued on January 25, 2005 was timely filed, 
however, the applicant's information, application number, filing date, title of invention, examiner, 
and group art unit information listed in the heading on the first page of the response were 
incorrect. Since the date of receipt of the Notice, the undersigned has promptly attended to the 
filing of this Petition. 



UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(B) 



Dear Sirs: 



1 



This Petition is accompanied by a petition fee set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 7(m) of 
$1,500.00. 

The undersigned submits to the Commissioner the following: 

1. Applicants filed a response to an Office Action mailed on January 25, 2005 on 
April 22, 2005 (copy enclosed - note incorrect application information in the 
heading). 

2. Examiner called Applicants on August 1, 2005 advising the response was not 
received by the USPTO. Applicants then faxed Examiner copy of the Response 
as filed with the United States Patent Office on April 22, 2005 (copy enclosed - 
note clerical error was not caught and again the response with incorrect 
application information in the heading was submitted). 

3. On September 12, 2005, Applicants received a Notice of Abandonment dated 
September 7, 2005 (copy enclosed). Upon review of Applicant's file, the clerical 
error was discovered. Filing of the Amendment with incorrect application 
information in the heading in response to the Office Action dated January 25, 
2005 was clearly unintentional. 

For all the above reasons, the Applicants respectfully request the Commissioner to find 
that the delay which resulted in this application was unintentional and that this Petition was 
promptly filed after the Applicants became aware of the abandonment. The Applicants further 
request that the Commissioner grant this Petition and revive this application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiency or credit any 
overpayment to Haynes and Boone, LLP. Deposit Account No. 08-1394 associated with this 
communication. This form submitted in triplicate. 




Respectfully submitted, 



Registration No. 26,528 



Date: /A ll 6 S 



HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP. 
901 Main Street, Suite 3100 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
Telephone: 512-867-8407 
Facsimile: 214-200-0853 



Certificate of Mailing 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited 
with the United States Postal Service as first class mail in an 
envelope addressed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for 




Nishi Pasarya 
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Customer No. 27683 



THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re application of: 

Chagny, Marie-Pascale et al. 

Serial No.: 10/777,374 

Filed: 02/12/2004 

For: PROGRESSIVE IMPEDANCE CONNECTOR 
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§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 



Examiner: Benenson, Boris 
Art Unit: 2836 



Attn: Office of Petitions 
Mail Stop Petition 
Commissioner For Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Dear Sir: 



TRANSMITTAL 



Enclosed are the following: 

1 . Request for Reconsideration; 

2. Petition for Revival of an Application for Patent Abandoned Unintentionally Under 
37 CFR§ 1.137(B); 

3. a return postcard. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 08-1394 (16356.843) for 
any deficiencies in the enclosed fees. This sheet submitted in duplicate. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Jato£s R. Bell 
Registration No. 26,528 



Date: _ 
HAYNES AND BOONE, L.L.P. 
901 Main Street, Suite 3100 
Dallas, Texas 75202-3789 
Telephone: 512/867-8407 
Facsimile: 214/200-0853 
File: 16356.843 
a-1 83688.1 



Certificate of Mailing 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited 
with the United States Postal Service as first class mail in an 
envelope addressed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.OyBpx VtSO^AIexandria, VA 22313-1450 on 

— n rf T°<r 



Nishi Pasarya 
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PATENT / DOCKET NO. 16356.843 (DC-05910) 

Customer No. 27683 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re application of: 

Chagny, Marie-Pascale et al. 



§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 



Examiner: Benenson, Boris 



Serial No.: 10/777,374 



Art Unit: 2836 



Filed: 02/12/2004 



For: PROGRESSIVE IMPEDANCE CONNECTOR § 



Mail Stop Petitions 

Commissioner For Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



A Decision was mailed on October 18, 2005 for the above-referenced matter in which 
Applicants' petition was dismissed for failure to submit response to outstanding official action. 
As stated in the Decision, the requirements for a grantable petition requires (1) the required 
reply (unless previously filed), which may be met by the filing of a continuing application in a 
nonprovisional application abandoned for failure to prosecute, but must be the payment of the 
issue fee or any outstanding balance thereof in an application or patent, abandoned or lapsed 
for failure to pay the issue fee or any portion thereof; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 
1 .17(m); (3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the 
reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional; and 
(4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)). 

In accordance with the Decision, Applicants submit a renewed Petition for Revival of an 
Application for Patent Abandoned Unintentionally Under 37 C.F.R. §1. 137(b). 

Applicants believe all requirements for a grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.181 have 
been met. Applicants respectfully request that this Request for Reconsideration of Petition be 
granted . 

Applicants previously paid the appropriate fee and therefore believes no further fee is 
due. However, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees associated with this 
communication or credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 08-1394. 



REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 



Dear Sirs: 



Respectfully submitted, 




— 



Jqmes^R. Bell 
Registration No. 26,528 



/A 1~o*> 



Date: 

HAYNES AND BOONE, L.L.P. 
901 Main Street, Suite 3100 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
Telephone: 512-867-8407 
Facsimile: 214-200-0853 



Certificate of Mailing 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited 
with the United States Postal Service as first class mail in an 
envelope addressed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 on 

— u vim — 



Nishi Pasarya 
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i STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re application of: Cf« 1 ^ ; (YlCU rWfe ^ f-' 
All ^H, Robort, ctnf | 

Serial No. 10/678^08 T 7 0, V*^ 

Fiied: ^NoMSepteH^er^OSXH X *> 



For. 



§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 



Examiner. S^n /2>^enJon, £o'.S 
Group Art Unit: 2863" 51 9 3 C» 



INCfctf&tttG HU^bK SUPPLY OC LF 

\ Y yvf^ La ^ ce Con ^ lCtor 
Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 

Sir. 

,„ response to .he Offfce acdon dated January 25. 2005. enclosed are .he following regardlnr, the above- 

identified patent application: ^ m „ < - * . ^ 

, AmendmentandRequestforReoonsiderationUnder37CFR51.111.and 

2. Transmittal letter. 

M en% mm of* .P0.oa.on nas Paen earned « a p^sfy suParfed va*d a B «aan, under 37 C.F.R. 
§§ 1.9 and 1.27. 
[ ] No additional fee* Is required. 
The fee has been calculated as shown below: 



I 1 



(Col 1) 



CLAIMS 
REMAINING 
AFTER 
AMENDMENT 



TOTAL 
INDEP 
I 1 



9 
1 



minus 
minus 



fCol.2) 

HIGHEST NO. 
PREVIOUSLY 
PAID FOR 



21 
3 



PRESENT 
EXTRA 



0 

: 0 



SMALL ENTITY 

RATE ADDIT. 
FEE 



OTHER THAN A 
fiMAl L ENTITY 



OR RATE 



ADDIT. 
FEE 



FIRST PRESENTATION OF MULTIPLE DEP. CLAIM 



x 25 

xiob 

+ 180 
TOTAL 



$_ 
$_ 
$_ 
$. 



OR 


x 50 


$ 


0.00 


OR 


x200 


$ 


0.00 


OR 


+ 360 


$ 




OR 


TOTAL 


S- 





[ ] 

[X] 
[X] 



If the entry in Col. 1 is less than ^^^^^Sm 20, write W in this space. 

Tne^NumherPre^^^^ 

ajtor amendment or the number of claims ongmally filed. 

Please charge Deposit Account No. [0B-1394 H&B] in the amount of $ 

A check in the amount of $ 2QQM h ^JJ- Mvment of followi ng fees associated with this 
ZS^^S^SSESX NO. ,05-1*8 H». Order No. ,535,343 

(DC-05910)]. 



PATENT / Du ^ NO. 1 6356.843 (DC-0591 0) 
PA ' Customer No. 000027683 



[XI 
[ ] 
[ 1 



Any additional filing fees under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .18 for the presentation of extra daims. 
Any patent application processing fees under 37 C.KK. & i.i 
A copy of this sheet is enclosed. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 

HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP. 
901 Main Street, Suite 3100 
Dallas, Texas 75202 3789 
Telephone: 512/867-8407 
Facsimile: 214/200-0853 
ipdocketing@haynesboone .com 

A-176523_1.DOC 




JarperR. Bell 
Registration No. 26,528 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is tang depos. eo wun 
the United States Postal Service as first dass mail in an 
envelope addressed to: Mail Stop Amendment, Cornm.ss.oner 
for Patents, P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria^ 22313-1450. 



on 



Date 



Signature 

Typed or Printed name of j 



PATENT 

Docket Number: 16356.843 (DC-05910) 
Customer No. 000027683 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



n re application of: Ow** ma*\lJ**«l£ ^ l 
Allen, Rulinrt, rtfTl § 

W^nV^^ | Examlnen^^ 

^25,2003- P/ia/of! Group^rtl Unit: 2663 a-9 3L> 



Serial No 
Filed: 



For INF OKMATION I IANDL1NQ 

SYSTE M INCLUDINQ POWER 
SUPPfc Y GOT DIAGNOSTIC S 



§ 
§ 
.§ 



frfcyes&iu* lm(w<<M« Conrtic**"" 

AMENDMENT AND REg IEST FOR RECONSIDFRATION UNDER 37 C.F.R. « 1.111 



Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir 

In response to the Office Action mailed January 25, 2005, please amend the 
above-identified application as follows: 
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PATENT 

Docket Number. 16356.843 (DC-05910) 
Customer No. 000027683 



INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 



Claim 13 is amended, claims 1-12 are withdrawn, and claims 13-21 remain in the 
application. Re-examination and reconsideration of the application, as amended, are 
requested. 
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PATENT 

Docket Number 16356.843 (DC-05910) 
Customer No. 000027683 



AMENDMENTS JO tnf SPFCIFICATION 



None. 
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PATENT 

Docket Number: 16356.843 gggjjjg 
Customer No. 000027683 



AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS 

Please amend the claims as follows: 

1. (Withdrawn) A connector comprising: 

a connector member having a first end connected to the base; 
the connector member terminating at a second end opposite the flrst end; 
a flrst region located adjacent the firs, end, the first region having a first 
impedance; and 

a second region located adjacent the second end, the second reg.on 
having a second impedance that is greater than the first impedance. 

2. (Withdrawn) The connector of claim 1 wherein the first region includes a metal. 

3. (Wftdrawn) The connector of claim 1 wherein the first region includes a meta, 
alloy. 

4. (Withdrawn) The connector of claim 1 wherein the second region includes a 
polymer. 

5. (Withdrawn) The connector of claim 1 wherein the second region includes a 
resistive polymer 

6 (Withdrawn) The connector of claim 1 wherein the impedance varies from the 
' first impedance to the second impedance between the flrst end and the second 
end. 
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PATENT 

Docket Number: 16356.843 PgDMIg 
Customer No. 000027683 



(Withdrawn) A connection device comprising: 

3 b3SG" 

a connector member mounted to the base, the connector member 
including a first end adjacent to the base and a second end opposKe the firs, 

3 a region on the connector member located between the first end and the 
second end. whereby the connector member provides impedance which vanes 
ftom a first impedance adjacent the first end to a second impedance. wh,ch ,s 
greater than the first impedance, adjacent the second end. 

B (Withdrawn) The connection device of Cairn 7 wherein the connector mernbe, „ 
' Lde of a firs, material, whereby the region of a first impedance ,s due to toe 
firs, materia, and toe region of a second impedance is due to toe firs, matenai 
being coated with a second material. 

g. (WHhdrawn) The connection device o, claim 8 wherein the firs, materia, includes 
a metal. 

10 . (WKhdrawn) The connects device o, Cairn 8 wherein toe firs, material inCudes 
a metal alloy. 

, 1 . (Wfthdrawn) The connection device of claim 8 wherein toe second material 
includes a polymer. 

12 . (Withdrawn) The connection device of Cairn 8 wherein toe second material 
includes a resistive polymer. 
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13. 



14. 



15. 



16. 



17. 



18. 



PATENT 

Docket Number 16356.843 ggggg 
Customer No. 000027683 

(Currently Amended) An information handling system comprising: 
a housing; 

a microprocessor mounted in the housing; 

a storage coupled to the microprocessor; 

a static sensitive circuit located in the housing;^ 

acpjinectc^^ 

r.harq ed connector. 

^connector member, located in the housing and coupled to the state 

sensitive circuit, which discharges static energy distributed over time due to an 
impedance of the connector that varies along its length the impedance varvrng 

res Eonse to vsrvinn the mating surface contact with a non-metal cortnp 
bgtjgeen a nnrtion o ftfje connect msmber nnri the charged connector . 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 1 3 wherein the connector 
includes a first region having a first impedance and a second region have a 
second impedance which is greater than the first impedance. 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 14 wherein the first region 
includes a metal. 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 14 wherein the first region 
includes a metal alloy. 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 14 wherein the second 
region includes a polymer. 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 14 wherein the second 
region includes a resistive polymer. 
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PATENT 

Docket Number. 16356.843 (DO05910) 
Customer No. 000027683 



19. (Original) The information handling system of claim 13 wherein the static 
sensitive circuit is a microprocessor. 

20. (Original) The information handling system of claim 13 wherein the static 
sensitive circuit is a memory device. 

21 . (Original) The information handling system of claim 1 3 wherein the static 
sensitive circuit is a bridge chip. 
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PATENT 

Docket Number 16356.843 (DC-05910) 
Customer No. 000027683 



REMARKS 



The Examiner has required restriction to one of the following inventions under 35 
U.S.C. 121: 

Claims 1-12, drawn to connector structure for connecting two orthogonal PCB, 

classified in class 439, subclass 66. 

Claims 13-21, drawn to a combination (assembly) of plurality of connectors and 

PCB's and classified in class 361, subclass 56. 

Statement of Substance of Interview 

On October 8. 2004, during a telephone conversation between the Examiner 
Larissa Z. Tsukerman and the undersigned, attorney of the case, a provisional election 
was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of claims 13-21. 

Affirmation of the election is hereby made by the Applicants. 

Claims 13-14 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mueller et al. (U.S. Patent 6,1 51 ,202) in view of Culley et al. (U.S. 
5,943,482). Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mueller et al. in view of Culley et al. as applied to claims 1 3-14 and 1 9-21 above, 
and further in view of Bosze et al. (U.S. 4,732,802). Applicants traverse this rejection 
on the grounds that these references are defective in establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness. 

As the PTO recognizes in MPEP §2142: 

The Examiner bears the initial burden of factually supporting any 
prima facie conclusion of obviousness. If the Examiner does not produce 
a prima facie case, the Applicant is under no obhgat.on to submit evidence 

of nonobviousness the Examiner must step backward in time and into 
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PATENT 

Docket Number: 1 6356.843 (DC-05910) 
Customer No. 000027683 

the shoes worn by the hypothetical 'person of ordi nary ski II hi "J"*^ 

Mndsfght, and consider the subject matter claimed as a whole. 

,ndependent claim 13 includes: ... An information handling system comprising: 
a housing; a microprocessor mounted in the housing; a storage coupled to the 
microprocessor a static sensftive circuit located in the housing; a connector member 
having a varying mating surface contact with a charged connector, the connector 
member, located in the housing and coupled to the static sensKive circuit, wh,ch 
discharges static energy distributed over time due to an impedance of the connector 
that varies along its length, the impedance varying in response to varying the mating 
surface contact with a non-metal coating between a portion of the connector member 
and the charged connector. 

The cited references fail to disclose the claimed invention. 

Therefore, there is simply no basis in the art for combining the references to 
support a 35 U AC. §1 03 rejection because none of the cited references teach or even 
suggest the desirability of the combination. Moreover, none of the cited references 
provide any incentive or motivation supporting the desirability of the combination. 
These references do not achieve a combined teaching or suggestion of monrtonng a 
power good signal from a housekeeping controller which monitors voltages withm the 
power supply, as claimed. 

The MPEP §2143.01 provides: 

The mere fact that references can be combined or modified does 
not render the resultant combination obvious unless the pnor _art : atao 
suggests the desirability of the combination. In re M.lls, 916 F.2d 680, 16 
USPQ2d 1430 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 
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PATENT 

Docket Number: 16356.843 (DC-05910) 
Customer No. 000027683 

Therefore, the Examiner's combination arises solely from hindsight based on the 
invention wKhout any showing of suggestion, inoentive or motivation in either referenoe 
for the combination. 

Thus, the Examiner's burden of factually supporting a prima fade case of 
obviousness has cleariy not been met. 

The Federal Circuit has, on many occasions, held that there was no basis for 
combining references to support a 35 U.S.C. §103 rejection. For example, ,n In re 
Geiger, the court stated in holding that the PTO failed to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness": 



Obviousness cannot be established by combining the teachings of 
the prior art to produce the Calmed invention, absent some -teaching, 
suggestion or incenthre supporting the i combma ,on_ ACS a ' Q 
Systems, Inc. v. Monteffore Hospital, 732 F.2d 15.72, 1577, 221 USPU 
g2g, g33(Fed. Cir. ig84). 

The Federal Circuit has also repeatedly warned against using the Applicant's 
disclosure as a blueprint to reconstruct the claimed invention out of isolated teachings 
in the prior art. See e.g.. Grain Processing Corp. v. American Maize-Products, 840 
F.2d 902, 907, 5 USPQ2d 1798, 1792 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

More recently, the Federal Circuit found motivation absent in In re Rouffet , 149 
F 3d 1350, 47 USPQ2d 1453 (Fed. Cir. 1998). In this case, the court concluded that 
the board had "reversibly erred in determining that one of [ordinary] skill in the art would 
have been mothrated to combine these references in a manner that rendered the 
claimed invention [to have been] obvious." The court noted that to "prevent the use of 
hindsight based on the invention to defeat patentability of the invention, this court 
requires the Examiner to show a motivation to combine the references that create the 
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PATENT 

case of obviousness." The court further noted that there were three possible sources 
for such motivation, namely "(1) the nature of the problem to be solved; (2 the _ 
teachings of the prior art; and (3) the knowledge of persons of ordinary sk„l ,n the art. 
He re, according to the court, the board had re,ied simply upon the high level of sk„, ,n 
the art to provide the necessary motivation," without explaining what specrfic 
understanding or technological principle within the knowledge of one of ordinary sk,.h 
the art wou,d have suggested the combined. Notably, the court wrote. such a rote 
invocation could suffice to supply a motivation to combine, the more soph,st,cated 
scientific fields would rarely, if ever, experience a patentable teohnica. advance. 

Therefore, independent claim 13 and the claims dependent therefrom are 
submitted to be allowable. 

in view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that claims 13-21 are in condition 
for allowance. Accordingly, an early Notice of Allowance is courteously solicited. 

No fees are believed to be due at this time, however, should any fees be 
deemed necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees w*,ch 
may be required to Deposit Account 08-1 394/1 6356.843. 

Respeptfully submitted, 




Jstoefc R.Bell 
Registration No. 26,528 



Hated: 7 

HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP. 
901 Main Street, Suite 31 00 
Dallas, Texas 75202-3789 
Telephone: 512/867-8407 
Facsimile: 214/200-0853 
ipdocketing@haynesboone.com 

A-176437_1.DOC 



I nerebv certify that this correspondence is being aeposmu w, u . 
United Steles Postal SeVvice as first class mail in an 

for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandna. VA 22313-1450. 



on 



Date 



rf|2-^0^" 



Signature . _^ 
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In response to Office Action dated January 25, 2005, the enclosed Amendment Under 37 C.F.R. 1.111 
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u.e Patent and Trademark Office orvthe 
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Chagny et al. « 
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TTtle INFORMATION HANDLING SYSTEM INCLUDING POWER SUPPLY SELF DIAGNOSTICS 
Attorney Docket No.: 16356,843 {DO059 10) 

Examiner Sun, 

Per our telephone conversation, attached please find the Amendment and Request for R^^^J 0 " ° i ^' y ^ led 
to^ieUSPTOon April 22. 2005, in connection with the above-referenced application, andrecejved by the USPTO on 
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THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In 



re application of:C^^' € ~ f ^f 

0 . i «■ iWwrqnr _><^ § Examiner: 

Serial No. VdmvVyP vr> ^x** | 

^IStL^^-MM § Group^rt Unit: 2863 * 83 C 

Se^ber^03 | >r 

For INFORMATION HANDLING § 
SYSTEM INCLUDING POWER § 
SUPPLY SELF DIAGNOSTICS § 

AMENDMENT AND p*™ [EST FOR RECOHSIDFPATION UNDER 37 C.F.R. 



Filed: 



1.111 



Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir 

In response to the Office Action mailed January 25, 2005, please amend the 
above-identified application as follows: 
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INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 



Claim 13 is amended, claims 1-12 are withdrawn, and claims 13-21 remain in the 
application. Re-examination and reconsideration of the application, as amended, are 
requested. 
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AMENDME££^^ 



None. 
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^^EMp^NTS TO THE CLAIMS 

Please amend the claims as follows: 

1. (Withdrawn) A connector comprising: 
3 bsse* 

a connector member having a first end connected to the base; 

the connector member terminating at a second end opposite the first 

a first region .ocated adjacent the first end, the first region hav,ng a first 

imPeda a7e!ona region located adjacent the second end, the second region 
having a second impedance that is greater than the first impedance. 

(WKhdrawp) The connector of claim 1 wherein me firs, region includes a meta.. 

(Withdrawn) The connector of claim 1 wherein the firs, region includes a metal 
alloy. 

(Withdrawn) The connector of Calm 1 wherein the second region includes a 
polymer. 

(Withdrawn) The connector of claim 1 wherein me second region includes a 
resistive polymer 

(Withdrawn) The connector of claim 1 wherein the impedance variesfrom the 
1 im pedance to the second impedance between the firs, end and the second 

end. 



2. 



4. 
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7. 



8. 



(Withdrawn) A connection device comprising: 

3 b3SG" 

a connector member mounted to the base, the connector member 
including a first end adjacent to the base and a second end opposite the first 

end ' ^region on the connector member located between the first end and the 
second end, whereby the connector member provides impedance which vanes 
from a first impedance adjacent the first end to a second impedance, wh.ch » 
greater than the first impedance, adjacent the second end. 

(Withdrawn) The connection device of claim 7 wherein the connector member is 
m ade of a first material, whereby the region of a firs, impedance is due to the . 
flrst materia, and the region of a second impedance is due to the firs, matenal 
being coated with a second material. 

9. (Wfthdrawn) The connection device of claim 8 wherein the firs, materia, includes 
a metal. 

10. (Withdrawn) The connection device of claim 8 wherein fire firs, materia, includes 
a metal alloy. 

1 1 . (Withdrawn) The connection device of claim 8 wherein the second material 
includes a polymer. 

,2. (Withdrawn) The connection device of Cairn 8 wherein the second material 
includes a resistive polymer. 
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(Currently Amended) An information handling system comprising: 
a housing; 

a microprocessor mounted in the housing; 

a storage coupled to the microprocessor, 

a static sensitive circuit located in the housing;-an4 

n ortnr member having a var ying mating surface contact with a , 

nharoed connector. 

a-Uie_connector member, located in the housing and coupled to the stat.c 
sensitive circuit, which discharges static energy distributed over time due to an 
impedance of the connector that varies along its length, the impedance varv,ng 
m r^ ponse to var yin g the mating surf ace contac t with a non-metal coating 
h.fwp*n a portio n ofthe r^nnector member and the charged connector . 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 1 3 wherein the connector 
includes a first region having a first impedance and a second region have a 
second impedance which is greater than the first impedance. 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 14 wherein the first region 
includes a metal. 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 14 wherein the first region 
includes a metal alloy. 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 14 wherein the second 
region includes a polymer. 

(Original) The information handling system of claim 14 wherein the second 
region includes a resistive polymer. 
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1 9. (Original) The information handling system of claim 1 3 wherein the static 
sensitive circuit is a microprocessor. 

20. (Original) The information handling system of claim 1 3 wherein the static 
sensitive circuit is a memory device. 

21 . (Original) The information handling system of claim 1 3 wherein the static 
sensitive circuit is a bridge chip. 
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REMARKS 



The Examiner has required restriction to one of the following inventions under 35 
USC 121 ! 

Claims 1-12, drawn to connector structure for connecting two orthogonal PCB, 

classified in class 439, subclass 66. 

Claims 13-21 , drawn to a combination (assembly) of plurality of connectors and 

PCB's and classified in class 361, subclass 56. 

Statement of Substance of Interview 

On October 8, 2004, during a telephone conversation between the Examiner 
Larissa Z. Tsukerman and the undersigned, attorney of the case, a provisional election 
was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of claims 13-21. 

Affirmation of the election is hereby made by the Applicants. 

Claims 13-14 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mueller et si (U.S. Patent 6,151 ,202) in view of Culley et a/. (U.S. 
5 943 482) Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mueller et a/, in view of Culley et ai as applied to claims 1 3-14 and 1 9-21 above, 
and further in view of Bosze et al. (U.S. 4,732,802). Applicants traverse this reject.on 
on the grounds that these references are defective in establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness. 

As the PTO recognizes in MPEP §2142: 

The Examiner bears the initial burden of factually supporting any 
orima facie conclusion of obviousness. If the Examiner does not produce 
S S , the Applicant is under no obligation to submit evidence 
tfS^H the Examiner must step backward in time and into 
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the shoes worn by the hypothetical 'person of ^l"""^" 

Wndsight, and consider the subject matter claimed 'as a whole. 

Independent claim 13 includes: ... An information handling system comprising: 
a housing; a microprocessor mounted in the housing; a storage coupled to the 
microprocessor; a static sensitive circuit located in the housing; a connector member 
having a varying mating surface contact with a charged connector; the connector 
member, located in the housing and coupled to the static sensitfce circuit. wh,ch 
discharges static energy distributed over time due to an impedance of the connector 
that varies along its length, the impedance varying in response to varying the mating 
surface contact with a non-metal coating between a portion of the connector member 
and the charged connector. 

The cited references fail to disclose the claimed invention. 

Therefore, there is simply no basis in the art for combining the references to 
support a 35 U.S.C. §103 rejection because none of the cited references teach or even 
suggest the desirabilKy of the combination. Moreover, none of the cited references 
provide any incentive or motivation supporting the desirability of the combination. 
These references do not achieve a combined teaching or suggestion of monrtonng a 
power good signal from a housekeeping controller which monitors voltages withm the 
power supply, as claimed. 

The MPEP §2143.01 provides: 

The mere fact that references can be combined or modified does 
not render the resultant combination obvious unless the prior _art : atao 
suggests the desirability of the combination. In re Mills, 91 6 F.2d 680, 1 6 
USPQ2d 1430 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 
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Therefore, the Examiner's combination arises so,ely from hindsight based on the 
invention without any showing of suggestion, incentive or motfvation in either reference 
for the combination. 

Thus, the Examiner's burden of factually supporting a prima facie case of 
obviousness has clearty not been met. 

The Federal Circuit has. on many occasions, held that there was no basis for 
combining references to support a 35 U.S.C. §103 rejection. For example, ,n In re 
Z 9 er, the court stated in holding that the PTO failed to establish a prima face case of 
obviousness": 

Obviousness cannot be established by combining the teachings of 
the prtSKSS *e claimed invention, absent some > teach, 9, 

suggestion or incenfive support* I the ' ^^/^^'spQ 
Sterns, Inc. v. Monteffore Hospital, 732 F.2d 15.72, 1577. lt\ us 

g2g, 933 (Fed. Cir. 1984). 

The Federal Circuit has also repeatedly warned against using the Applicant's 
disclosure as a biueprin. to reconstn,c« the claimed invention out o, isolated teachings 
in the prior art. See e.g., Grain Process^ Corp. , American m»*o***. 840 
F.2d 902, 907, 5 USPQ2d 1798, 1792 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

More recently, the Federal Circuit found motivation absent in In re Rouffet , 149 
F 3d 1350, 47 USPQ2d 1453 (Fed. Cir. 1998). In this case, the court concluded that 
the board had "reve^ibly erred in determining that one of [ordinary] skill in the art wouid 
have been mo«vated to combine these references in a manner that rendered me 
claimed invention (to have been, obvious." The court noted that to -prevent the use of 
hindsight based on the inven«on to defeat patentability of the invention h,s , court 
requires the Examiner to show a novation to combine the references that create the 
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case of obviousness." The court further noted that there were three possible sources 
for such motivation, namely "(1) the nature of the problem to be solved; (2) the 
teachings of the prior art; and (3) the knowledge of persons of ordinary stall n t e art. 
Here according to the court, the board had relied simply upon the high level of stall ,n 
the art to provide the necessary motivation," without explaining what specfic 
understanding or technological principle within the knowledge of one of ordinary stall ,n 
the art would have suggested the combination. Notabty, the court wrote; If such a rote 
invocation could suffice to supply a motivation to combine, the more sophisticated 
scientific fields would rarely, if ever, experience a patentable technical advance. 

Therefore, independent claim 13 and the claims dependent therefrom are 
submitted to be allowable. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that claims 13-21 are in condition 
for allowance. Accordingly, an eariy Notice of Allowance is courteously solicrted. 

No fees are believed to be due at this time, however, should any fees be 
deemed necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees wh,ch 
may be required to Deposit Account 08-13g4/16356.843. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Dated: 7 

HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP. 
901 Main Street, Suite 3100 
Dallas, Texas 75202-3789 
Telephone: 512/867-8407 
Facsimile: 214/200-0853 
ipdocketing@haynesboone.com 
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This application is abandoned in view of: 

1 . S Applicant's failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 25 January 2005 . 

(a) □ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after the expiration of the 

period for reply (including a total extension of time of month(s)) which expired on . 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on , but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1 .1 1 3 to a final rejection consists only of: (1 ) a timely filed amendment which places the 
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply, to the non- 

final rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) ^ No reply has been received. 

2. □ Applicant's failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 

from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated 

) j which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notice of 

Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $ is insufficient. A balance of $ is due. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18 is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $ . 



(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 

3-D Applicant's failure to timely file corrected drawings as required by, and within the three-month period set in, the Notice of 
Allowability (PTO-37). 

(a) □ Proposed corrected drawings were received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 

4 □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by the attorney or agent of record, the assignee of the entire interest, or all of 
the applicants. 

5. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR 
1 .34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 



6. □ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on _ 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 

7. The reason(s) below 

No reply to an Office Action mailed on 1/25/2005 have been recieved 



and because the period for seeking court review 
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Petitions to revive under 37 CFR 1 .1 37(a) or (b), or requests to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181, should be promptly Hied to 
minimize any negative effects on patent term. 
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